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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to a reply submitted 6/22/2007. Claims 1-4, 6, 8, and 
12-15 are pending for examination. After careful consideration of Applicant's 
arguments, the rejection of claims 1-3 and 12-14 are maintained and the rejection of 
claims 4, 6, 8 and 25 are withdrawn. New grounds of rejection of claims 4, 6, 8 and 15 
are given as set forth in detail below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable 
by Walker et al, U.S. Patent No.: 5,794,207 (PTO-892 form A). 

3. As per claim 1, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability 
of a trading partner, in a bidding system with which trading partners present their bidding 
prices via a network, in response to a matter presented by a buyer company, comprising: 

a trading partner database for storing data representing capabilities of the trading 
partners, in numerical form; and a controller arranged to read the data on the trading 
partners represented in numerical form (see column 12, lines 54-67, column 13, lines 10- 
22, column 16, lines 29-43 and column 19, lines 18-21) from the trading partner database 
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(see column 13, lines 1 1-22), on receiving the bidding prices and to select a trading 
partner or trading partners for the matter, based on the bidding prices and the data 
represented in numerical form (see column 11, lines 44-50, column 16, lines 29-43 and 
column 33, line 66-column 34, line 4) . 

4. As per claim 2, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability 
of a trading partner, according to claim 1 described above. Walker et al. further teaches: 

wherein the data representing capabilities of the trading partners (see column 12, 
lines 13-15 and 56-67) , in numerical form, stored in the trading partner database are data 
representing capabilities of the trading partners on a plurality of estimation items, in 
numerical form, based on any of information on the trading partners, obtained from the 
trading partners (see column 13, lines 11-38 and column 16, lines 29-43), information 
concerning estimation of the trading partners, kept by the buyer company and business 
information concerning the trading partners (see abstract and column 9, lines 14-22), 
obtained from external credit-ranking agencies (see column 9, lines 1-22). 

5. As per claim 3, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability 
of a trading partner, Walker et al. teaches according to claim 1 described above. Walker 
et al. further teaches: 

wherein the controller is further arranged to weight the data indicating capabilities 
of the trading partners, in numerical form, according to an article subjected to the bidding 
and to select a trading partner or trading partners for the matter, based on bidding prices 
of the trading partners and the weighted data represented in numerical form (see column 
16, lines 12-45 and column 13, lines 17-38). 
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6. As per claim 12, Walker et al. teaches a method for comprehensively determining 
a trading partner by a system comprising a database storing data representing capabilities 
of trading partners, in numerical form and a controller, the method comprising the 
following steps performed by the controller: 

receiving bidding prices from the trading partners (see column 13, lines 23-34); 
reading data on the trading partners, in numerical form, from the trading partner database 
(see column 13, lines 10-38 and column 16, lines 12-45); and selecting a trading partner 
or trading partners for the matter based on the received bidding prices and the read data 
represented in numerical form (see column 1 1, lines 44-50, column 16, lines 29-43 and 
column 33, lines 66-column 34, line 4). 

7. As per claim 13, Walker et al. teaches a method for comprehensively determining 
a trading partner, according to claim 12 described above. Walker et al. further teaches 
wherein the data representing capabilities of the trading partners, in numerical form, 
stored in the trading partner database are data representing capabilities of the trading 
partners on a plurality of estimation items, in numerical form, based on any of 
information on the trading partners, obtained from the trading partners, information 
concerning estimation of the trading partners, kept by the buyer company and business 
information concerning the trading partners (see column 1 1, lines 44-50, column 16, lines 
29-43 and column 33, lines 66-column 34, line 4), obtained from external credit-ranking 
agencies (see column 9, lines 1-22). 
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8. As per claim 14, Walker et aL teaches a method for comprehensively determining 
a trading partner, according to claim 12 described above. Walker et al. further teaches 
the following steps performed by the controller: 

Weighing the data representing capabilities of trading partners, in numerical form, 
according to an article subjected to the bidding (see column 16, lines, lines 29-43); and 
selecting a trading partner or trading partners for the matter, based on the bidding prices 
and the weighted data represented in numerical form (see column 11, lines 40-50 and 
column 33, line 66-column 34, line 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made, 

10. Claims 4, 6, 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walker et aL, U.S. Patent No.: 5,794,207 (PTO-892 form A) in view of Official 
Notice. 

11. As per claim 6, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability 
of a trading partner, according to claim 1 described above. Walker et al. does not teach 
wherein the controller is further arranged to choose a selecting routine from a plurality of 
predetermined selecting routines, according to an article subjected to the bidding and to 
select a trading partner or trading partners for the matter by executing the chosen 
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selecting routine. Official Notice is taken that choose a selecting routine and to select a 
trading partner or trading partners is old and well know in the business of auction as a 
convenient way for the auction system to select the appropriate trading partner. It would 
been obvious to add choose a selecting routine and to select a trading partner or trading 
partners to the system for determining overall capability of a trading partner. 

12. As per claim 4 or 8 or 15, Walker et al. teaches the system for determining overall 
capability of a trading partner, according to claim 3 or 6 or 14 described above. Walker 
et al. does not teach wherein the controller is further arranged to represent a difference 
between the bidding price and a target price predetermined for the matter, in numerical 
form, to add the price difference represented in numerical form to the weighted data 
represented in numerical form and to select trading partners in order of decreasing value 
of the data represented in numerical form, after the addition. Official Notice is taken that 
to represent a difference between prices, to add the price difference to the data and to 
select trading partners in order of decreasing value of the data is old and well know in the 
business of auction as a convenient way for the auction system to select the appropriate 
trading partner. It would been obvious to add represent a difference between prices, to 
add the price difference to the data and to select trading partners in order of decreasing 
value of the data to the system for determining overall capability of a trading partner. 
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Response to Arguments 

13. Applicants arguments for claims 4, 6, 8 and 15 filed 6/22/2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

14. Applicant's arguments for claims 1-3 and 12-14 filed 6/22/2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues that Walker does not discloses or suggest a trading partner 
database for storing data representing capabilities of the trading partner, in numerical 
form. The Examiner disagrees. Walker et al. discloses "seller database 260 maintains 
data on sellers with fields such as name, contact information, public/ private key 
information, payment preferences, type of business, and goods sold . . . Upon registration, 
the seller may required to demonstrate evidence of ability to deliver on bound CPOs 100. 
An airline for example, might submit a listing of the city pairs they service so that the 
central controller 200 can quickly determine whether the airline is capable of satisfying a 
given CPO 100" (column 13, lines 11-21) and "window seat is worth two points, an aisle 
seat is one point, a nonstop flight four point, etc. CPO 100 could require that ten "points" 
must be met in order to satisfy the conditions of CPO 100. Conditions could also indicate 
that for twenty-four hours following the first attempted binding of CPO 100, other sellers 
may make offers to bind, with the original binding seller completing the contract if no 
better offer has received" (column 16, lines 29-45). Therefore, Walker et al. teaches the 
claimed limitation. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marissa Liu whose telephone number is 571-270-1370. 
The examiner can normally be reached on IFP. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander G. Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-671 1. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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